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THE PORTAGE  SENTINEL Eom i

Legislatures of the differeat States, to public meet-
ings, and to ministers of the Gospel in their pul-
BY SANUEL D. HARRIS, Jr.

pits, to interpose and arrest the vile conduct which
is about to be consummated by the Senators who
are thus denounced. - That address, sir, bears date

One yoar, paynbie within st Ll
One ﬂ;sl ‘ﬁmi'.'.-m'...’.ﬁ'l'lﬁ"uu of slx months " Supday, Janvary 23, 18564, Thus it appears that
« @ub st pasable dherili sipirutisn, 213 |on the holy Sabbath, while other Senators were

P " R Y o engaged indauendiug divine worship, these aboli-
Q paper w discontinned un arrearagesard | tion confederates were sssembled in secret con-
DRSS RSP BIS SR UF SEU PEV IS clave, plotting by what means they should deceive

S —————————————————————
the people of the United States, und prostrate the
SPEECH OF SENATOR DOUGLASS, cuaracter of brother Senators. Thiupwns done on

On the Bil to organtte the Territories of Nebrasia |the Sabbath day, and by a set of politicians, to
and Kansas. advance their own political and ambitious purpo-
Mr. Doveras said: Mr. President, when [ pro- | #es, in the name of our holy religion.

posed on Tuesdny last, that the Senate should pro- |  But this was not all. = It was understood from

ceed to the consideration of the bill to organize | the newspapers that resolutions were pending be-

the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, it was my | fore the Legislature of Ohio, proposing to express
purpose only to occupy ten orfifteen minutes in | their opinions upon this subject. It was necessa-
explanation of its provisions. I desired to refer |ry for these confederates to get up some exposi-
to two points, first us to those provisions relating | tion of the question by which they might facilitate
to the Indians, and second to thase which might | the passage of the resolution through that Legis-
be supposed to bear uppn the guestiun of slavery, | lature. Hence, you find that ou the same morn-

The committe, in drafting this bill, had in view | ing that this document appears over the names of
tlhe great anxiety which had been expressed by |these confederates in the abolition organ of this
some members of the Senate to protect the rights | city, the same document appears in the New York
of the Indians, and prevent infringement upon papers—certainly in the Tl:ibulle,'rinma.nnd Eve-
them. Bly the provisious of the bill, I think we | ning Post—in which it is stated, by suthority, that
have so cleatly succeeded in that respect as to ob- | it is “sigued by the Senators and n majority of the
vinte all possible objection upon that score, The | Representatives from the State of Ohin;" a state-
bill itsell provides that if shall not operate upon | ment which I have every reason to believe was
any of the rights of the lands of the Indians; nor | utterly false, and known to be so at the time that
shall they be included within the limits of those | these confederates appended it to the nddress. It

Territories, until they shall, by treaty with the | was necessary, in order to carry out this work of

United States, expressly consent to come under | d :ception, and to hasten the action of the Ohio

tha aperations of the act, and be incorporated with- | Legislature, under a miszpprehension, to state that

in the limits of the Territories. This provision | it was signed, not only by the abolition confedor-

certuinly is broad enough, clear enough, explicit | atee, but by the whole Whig representation, and a

enough, to protect all the rights of the Indians as | portion of the Democratic representution in the

to their persons and their property. other House from the State of Ohio.
Upon the other point—that pertaining to the|  Mr. Cuase.  Mr. President—

question of slavery in the Terfiluries—it wos lhu[ Mr, DovgrLas. Mr. President, I do not yield

intention of the committee to be equally explicit. | the floor. A Senator who huas violated all the

We took the principles established by the com- | rules of courtesy and propriety—wlho showed a

promise act of 1850 as our guoilde, and intended to | conscivusness of the character of the act he was

mike each and every provision of the bill accord | doing by conceuling from me all knowledge of
with those principles. Those measures estublish- | the fact—swho came to me with a smiling luce, and
ed and rest upon the great prineiple of seli-gov- | the appearance of friendship, even after that doc-
ernment; thgt the people should be allowed to de- | ument had been uttered—who could get up in the
cide the guestions of thvir domestiz institutions | Senate and nppeal to my courtesy in order to get
for themselves, snbject ounly to such limitations | time o give the document a wider circulution be-
and restrictions as ore imposed by the Constitu- fore its infamy could be exposed; such a Senator
tion of the United States, instoad of having them | hns no right to my courtesy upon this floor.
deterinined by an arbitrary or geographicul line. | Mr. Cutase.  Mr. President, the Senator mis-
The original bill reported by the committee, as | states the facts

n substitute for the bill introduced by the SBenator . Mr. Doveras,

from Towa, [Mr. Donge,] was believed to have ac- ' the floor.

complished this object. ~ The mmendment which |~ Mi. Cuase.  And I shull make my deniul per-
was subscquently reported by us was only design-  tinent when the time comes.

ed to render that clear and spocific which seemed, | The Presipexr.  Order.

“in the minds of same, to ndinit of donbt and miis- | Mr. Dovoras. Bir, i the Senator docs inter-

construction, In some ports of the country the | pose, in violation of the rules of the Senate, to o

ariginul substitute wns ‘[_-.'c'med and construed to deniul of the fuet, it may be that I shall be able

be nnannulment or repeul of wiat hus been known | to nail that deninl, as T shall the statements here
as the Missouri compromise, while in other purts Cwliich are over his own signature, as a base fulse-
it was otherwise construed,  As the cbject of the ' hood, knd prove it hy the solemn legislation of this
committee wia w conform to the peineiples estub- country,

lished by the coaproiaise messurces of 1860, vud Mr. Cuase. T call the Senator to order.
10 carry those principles into effectin the Terri- |

Mr. President, I decline to yield

The Presipexr.  The Senator from Tllinuis is
torios, we thought it was hatter to recite insthe | certainly out of order.

Lifl precisely what we uvnderstoud to have been | Mr. Doveras. Then T will only say that 1
accomplished by those wensures, viz: Thot the | shell confine mysell to this document, and prove
Missouri compromiae, having been superseded Ly its stutewents to be false by the legislation of the
the legislation of 1320, has becowe inoperative, country.  Certainly that is in erder.

aud hence we propuse to leave the question to the . Mr. Crase.  You eannot do it.

people ol the States and the Territories, subject — Mr. Davgras. The argument of 1his manifes-

vnly to the lititations and provisions of the Cusn-
stitution,
Sir, this is all thet T igtended to say, il the ques-

10 15 prodicated upon the nsspmptios that the poli-
oy of the fathers of the Republic was to prohibit
siuvery in all the territory ceded by the ol States

tion Lind been taken up for consideration on Tues- | to the Union and wade United States territory, for
dny last; but since that time occyrropces have the purpose of being orgunized into vew States. |
teanspired which compel mo to go more fully into | tuke jssue npon that statement. Such was not
the discussion. It will be Lorne in wmind that the | the practiee in the eurly history of the Govern-
Senutor from Olio [Mr. Cuase] thyn objected to | menut, It is true that in the territory north-west
the considerntion of Lhe bill, and asked fes its post- | of the Olio river, slavery wis prohibited by the
onement until this dey, on the ground thut there | ordinance of 1787; bat it is also true that in the
il not been time to understand and . consbder its | territory south of the Ohio river, to wit: the Ter-
provisions; and the Seuntor from Muassachusetts  ritory uf Tennasse, slavery was permitted und pro-
| Mr., Bunser] suggested that the pestponoment tectod; amd itis nl=o true, that in the organization
shotld be for one week, for thet purpose.  These ' of the Territory of Mixsissipi, in 1798, the provis-
suggestiona seeming to be reasonable to Senators | ions of the ordinance of 1787 were applied to it,
wround me, I yivlded to their requests, nnd con- | with the exception of the sixth article, which pro-

wented to the postponement of the bill nntil this
day. i
s{;‘ir. little did I suppose at the time that [ grant-
od thut net of courtesy Lo those two Senators, that
they hud drafted und publishod to the world a doe-!
ument, over their own gignatures, in wlich they |
arraigned me as having been guilty of a eriminal
betrayal of my trust, es huving been guilty of an |
wct of bud fuith, and been engugad in un atrocious |
plot against the cause of (ree government,  Little F
did I suppose thut those two Senators had been
guilty of auch conduct when they called upon me
to grant that conrtesy, to give thom an epportuni- \
ty of inveatigating the substitute reported from the |
committtee. I have since discovered that unLhat
very morning the National Era, the Abolition or-
gan of this city, contained an address, signed by
certain abolition confederates, to the peaple, in|
‘which the bill is grossly misrepresented, in which |
the action of the members of the committen is |
grossly fulsified, in which our motives ure arraiygn-
‘ed, and our characters calumniateu. And, sir,|
what 8 more, [ find that there wns o postseript |
added to the address, published that very morning,
in which the principal rmendment reported by the
commiltec wus get out, apd then course epithets
aupplied lo me by vame. ~ Sir, had I known those |
facts at the time I grated that act of indulgence,
‘I should huve responded to the request of those
Senators in such terms as their conduct deserveyl,
so far as the rules of the Senate, and n respect l(or
my own charactér, would have permitied me to
do. In order to show the character of this docus
ment—of which T shall have much to say in the
course ol my argument—I will read ceptain pag-
sages:
llg‘We arraign this bill a5 a gruss violstion of &
sacred pledge; 080 criminul betrayal of precious
tights; “as part and parcel of un atragjvus plot to
‘exelude from & yast nnoceupied region emigrants
from ‘the Old World, apd Irge laborers from our
own States, and conver! it into a dreary region of
despotism, inhabited by masters and slayes.”
A Senator. By whom is the address signed.
“Mr. Dovcrass. Itissigned 8, P, Chaas, Seo-
ator from Obio; Charles Buwaner, Sgnator from
‘Maussachusétts; J, R, Giddings and Edward Wade,
Representatives. from Ohio; Gerritt Smith, Rep-
resentative from New York; Alexunder DeWitt,
Representative from Massachusetts,” including,
os | undefstand, all the Representatives {rom the
Abolition party in Congress. :
Then speaking of the Committee on Territp-
ries, the confederatgs use this lapguage; =
«The pretences, theretore, that the territary, cov-
ered by the positive prohibition of 1820, sustains
a similar relation to slavery with that acquired

from Mexico, covered by no pmlgiﬁitii.un exaept

‘thatof dﬁﬁud-cou?tiwlioqil'ﬁf Mexican law, and
that the rramises of 1850 require (i Tpo-
ration of the pro-slavery clauses of .the Utah sod
New Mexico bill in the Nebruska act, are mare

' 10 cover.up from, public repre;
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hibited slavery. Then, sir, you find upon the
stutute-books under Washington and the early
Dresidents, provisions of law showing that in the
south-western territurics the right to hold slaves
was clearly impliad or recognized, while in the
north-west territories it wus prohibited. The on-
ly cunclusion that can he fairly ond honestly
drawn from that legislation is, that it was the pol-
icy of the fothers o' the Republic to prescribe a
line of demarkation between free territories and
slaveholding territories by a natural or o geo-
graphicul line, being sure to make that line cor-
respand, ag near o8 might be, to the luws of cli-
mute, of production, and probably of all those oth-
er canses which would control the institution and
make it either desirable or undesirable to the peo-
ple inhabiting the respective territories.

Sir, T wish' you to bear in mind, too, that this
geographical line established by the founders of
the Republic, between free Territories and slave
Territories, extended as fur westward as our terri-
tory then reached, the object being to avoid all
agitation upon the slavery question by settling
thut question forever, so ldr us our territory ex-
tended, which was then to the Mississippi river.
When, in 1803, we acquired from France the
Territory known as Louisiana, it became neces-
sury todegislate for the protection of the inhabit-
ants residing thevein. It will be seen by looking
into the bill establishing the territorinl govern-
ment in: 1805 for the Territory of New Orledns,
embra¢ing the same country now known as the
State of Louisiana, that the ordinence of 1787 was
expressly-extended to that territory, excepting the
sixth  section; whicl prohibited slavery. Then
that actimplied that the Territory of New Orlenns
wis to be a slaveholding Territory by making that
exception lin the law.  But, sir, when they came
to form what was then called the territory of Lous
isiunn, subsequently known as the territory of
Missouri, north of the thirty-third parallel, they
used different lénguage. They did not extend the
ordinanee of 1787 todtatell. \ They first provided
that it /should be govertied by laws made by the
governor #nd the judges; and when, in 1812, Con-
gress gave to that Territory, under the nome of
the Térritory of Missouri, a territorial government,
the & weve allowed to do ss they pleased up-
on the subject of slavery, subject only to the lim-
itativns uf the Constitution of the United States.
Now, what is the inference from that legislation!
That slavery wus, by implication, recognized south
of the thirty-third. parallel; and north of that the
people were left to exercise their pwn judgment
and do as they pleased upon the subject, without
any implication [gr or against the existence of the
institution. I 1 raaa
. This continped to he the condition of the coun-
try in the Mis:onri. Tzrﬂwq up.to 189‘?:,1 when the
celebrated act whichis .now oplled the. Missooti
compromise act wncfi ey A h&ry did not ex-
st in, bor svas jt excluded from, the country now
knowu &8 Nebraska. There was no. code of lews
g snbjeat of slavery either way: First, for

@ reason that slavery had never been introduced

fans, and,estahlished by pasitive apwct-
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grosn. up there by, a &
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usage, it edrries it so

far s that usage sctually , and no further.— | who were ever faithful, the res ibilities and
I it had been established miraﬁ epactment, it | consequences of their own treschery.

might have carried it so far as the political juris- en, sir, a8 | before remarked, the defeat of
diction extended; but, be that as it may, by the |the Miseouri compromise in 1848 having crested
sctof 1812, creating the Territory of Missouri, | (he necessity for the estublishment of a new one
that Territory was allowed to legislato upon the | in 1850, let us see what that compromise was.
subject of slavery us it saw proper, subject only | The leading feature of the compromise of 1850 |
to the limitations which I have stated; and the [wWas congressional non-intervention ns to slavery
country not inhabited or thrown open to settle- | in the Territories; that the people of the Territo-
ment was set apart a8 Indian country, and render- | ries, and of al! the States, were to be allowed 10
ed subject to Indian laws. Hence the local leg- |do as they pleased upon the subject ot slavery,
islation of the State of Missouri did not reach into | subject only to the provisions of the Constitution
that Indian country, but was excluded from it by | of the United States.

the Indian code and Indian lnws. The municipal| That, sir, was the loading featurs of the compro-
regulstions of Missouri could mot go there until [ mise measures of 1850. Those measures there-
the Indian title had been extinguished, and the | fore, abandoned the ideaof a phical line as
country thrown open to settiement. Such being | the boundary between free States and slave States;
the case, the only legislation in existence in Ne- |abandoned it because compelled to do it from an

for it |prineiple. which

deg. 30 min. and bence there was nothi we had established 1

lo‘om?s apon. It did not, therefore, relate to | Woukd apply equally well to either,, 0/ e
the country out off. What did it relate tot— | In fixiug those paid o attention
Why, it meantsimply this! By the joint resolu- | o the fact whether they eld territory or

i
g

tion of 1845 Texas was snnexed, with the right {Rot—whether the country was .

to form four additional States out of her territory, | Missouri compromise or not. ! . Because
and such States as were south of 36 deg. 30. min, | the priociples established in: the hills syperseded
were o come in with er without slavery, as they | the Missouri compromise, that ressonwe

saw proper; and in such State or States as were |disvegarded the old boundaries—disregarded. the
north oI'P:rhnt line, slavery should be probibited. | trritory to which it applied, and
When we bad cut off all north of 36 deg. 30 min- | #ource from whence the tite was
and thus cireymscribed the boundary snd dimin- | therefore, that a close examinstion of this
ished the territory of Texas, the question arose, | clearly establishes the fact that it the
liow many States will Texas be entitled to under |88 Well as_the legal effect of
this circumscribed boundary! Certainly not four, | messures of 1860 10 supersede the
it will be argued. Why! Becsuse the origipal |promise, and all geographical and
resolution of annexation provided that one of the

ﬁ
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braska Territory at the time that the Missouri act | inability to maintain it; and in lieu of that, substi- |
passed, namely, the 6th of March, 1820, was a [tuted n grest principle of self-government, which
provision in etfect, that the people should be al- |would allow the people to as they thought |
lowed to do us they pleased upon the subject of |proper. Now, the question is, when that M“"
slavery. compromise, resting upon that great fundamental
The Territory of Missouri having been left in | principle of freedom, was established, waa it not |
that legal condition, positive opposition was made | an abandonment of the old one—the geographi- |
to the bill to organize a State government, with cal line! Whas it not a supereedure of the old one |
a view to its admission jnto the Union; and a|within the very language of the substitute for the |
Senator from my State, Mr. Jesse B. Thomas, | bill which is sow under consideration? I say it|
introduced an amendment, known as the eighth |did supersede it, because it applied its provisions
section of the bill, in which it was provided that | as well to the north as to the south of 36 deg. 30
slavery ghould be prohibited north of 36 deg. 80 [min. It estublished a principle which was equal-
min: porth latitude, in all that country which we | ly applicable to the country north as well a8 south
had acquired from France. What was the ob- |of the parallel of 86 deg. 30 min.—a principle of |
jectof the enactment of that eight section? Wus | universsl application. The authors ol this eboli-
it not to go back to the original policy of prescrib- | tion manifesto attempt to refutejthis presumption, |
ing boundaries o the limitation of free institutions, | and maintain that the compromiaz of 1850 did not
and of slave institutions, by a geographical line, [supersede that of 1820, by quoting the proviso to
in order to avoid ull controversy in Congress up- | the first section of the net to establish the Toxan
on the subject! Hence they extended that geo- [ bounddry, and establish the Territory of New
raphical line through all the territory purchased | Mexico. That proviso was added by way of|
rom Frunee, whicli was as fur as our possessions | amendment, on motion by Mr. Masox, of Virginia, '
then reached. It woe not simply to settlo the| I repest, that in order to rebut the presumption,
question on that piece of country, but it was to|as I befure stated, that the Missouri compromise
carry out a great principle, by extending that di- | was abandoned and superseded by the principles '
viding line as fur west as our territory went, and | of the compromise of 1850, these confederates cite |
ronning it onward on each new acquisition of | the following amendment, offered to the bill to
territory. True, the express enactment of the |establish the boundary of Téxas and create the |
eighth section of the Missouri act, now called the | Territory of New Mexico in 1850: |
Missouri compromise sct, only covered the terri-| *Provided, That nothing herein contained slmll]
tory dequired from France; but the pringiples of | be construed to impair or qualify anything con-
the act, the objects of its ndoption, the reasons | tained in the third article of the second section of
in its support, required that it should be extendad | the joint resolution for annexing Texas to the |
indefinitely westward, sa far us our territory might | United States, approved Marzh 1, 184, either as
go, whenever new purchases should be made. rezards the number of States that may hereafter |
Thus stood the question up to 1845, when the (be formed out of the State of Texas or other.'
joint resalution for the annexation of Texas puss- | wise.”
ed. There was inserted in that a provision, eug-| After quoting this proviso, they make the fol-
gested in the first instance and bronght before the | lowing stutement, and attempt to gain credit for
House of Representatives by myself, extending | its truth by suppressing material facts which ap- |
the Missouri compromise line indefinitely west- | pear upon the face of the same statute, and, if pro- |
ward through the territory of Texus. Why did 1| duced, would conclusively disprove the state- |
bring forwurd that proposition? Wiy did the|ment;
Congress of the United States adopt it! Not be-| “It is solemnly declared in the very compro- |
cuuse it was of the least practical importance, so | mise acts ‘that nothing herein contained shall be con- |
far us the question of slavery within the limits of | strued to impair or qualifly the prohibition of slave- |
Texas was concerned, for no muy ever dreamed | ry north of 36 deg. 80 min.; and yet inthe face of |
that it had any practical effect there,  Then why | this declaration, that sacred prohibition is said to
was it brought forward? It was{or the purpose of | be overthrown. Cun presumption further go!” |
preserving the principle, in order that it might be | 1 will now proceed to show that presumption |
extended still further westward, even to the Pu- | could not go further than is exhibited in this dee- !
cific ocean, whenever we shiculd aequire the coun- | Inration.
try that far. I will here read that clause inthe| They suppress the following muterial [acts,
joint resolution for the snnexation of Texas, It|which, if produced, would have disproved their
ig the third articlo, second section, and is in these | statement: They first seppress the (act thet the |
words: same section of the wct cuts off' from Texas, and !
“New Btates, of convenient size, n t exceeding | cedes to the United States, all that prrt of Texas
four in number, in addition to said State of Texas, | which lies north of 36 deg. 30 min. They then
having sufficient population, may herenfier, by the | suppress the further fact that the same section of
consent of suid State, be formed out of the terri- | the lnw cut off from Texus a large tract of coun-
tory thereof, which shull be entitled to adwmission | try on the west, more than three degrees of lon-
under the provisions of the Federal Constitution. | gitude, aud ndded it to the territory of the United
And such States ns may be formed vut of that i States, They then suppress the farther fact thut
portion of said territory lying south of 35 deg. 30| this territory thus cut off from Texus, and 10
min. north latitude, commonly known as the|which the Misseuri compromise line did apply,
Migsouri compromise line shull be admitted into | was incorporated into the Territory of New Mex- |
the Union, with or without sluvery, as the people | ico, And then what was done! It waos incor-
of each State nsking adission way degire. And| porated into that Territory with this clanse:
in such State or States as shall be formed out of | “That when admitted as a Stute, the said Tor-
said territory north of anid Missouri compromise | ritory, or any portion of the same, shall be recoiv-
line, sluvery or invaluntary servitude (except for|ed into the Union with or without slavery, as
crime) shail be probibited.” their constitution may prescribe at the time of its
It will be sec¢n that that contnins a very remark- | adoption.”
able provigion, which is, thut when Stutes lying o8, sir, the very bill and section from which
north of 36 deg. 30 min. apply for admissiom | they quote cuts ofi” all that part of Texus which
slavery shall be prohibited in their constitutions, | was o b free by the Missouri compromise, to-
[ presume no one pretends that Congress could | gether with some on the south side of the line,
have power thus to (etter a State applying for ad- | incorporates it into the Territory of New Mexi-
mission into this Union; but it wus necessary to| co, nud then suys that that Teriitory, and every
preserve the principle of the Missouri comprumise | portion of the same, shall come into the Union
line in order that it might afterwards be extended, | with or without slavery, as it secs proper.
and it was supposed that while Congress hud no| What else does it do! The sixth section of
power to impose any such limitation, yet as that| the same uot provides that the-legislative power
was o compact with the St teof Texss, thatState | and authority of this said Territory of New Mex-|
could consent for herself that, when any portivn | ico shall extend to all rightful subjects of ldgis- i
of her own territory, subject to her own jurisdiction | lation consistent with the Constitution of the
and control, applied for a constitution, it should | United States and the provisions of the act not
be in & particulsr form; but that provision would | excepting slavery. : Thus the New Mexican bill,
not be binding on the new State one day after it| from which they make that guotation, contained
wos admitted into the Union. The other provis- | the provision that New Mexico, ineluding thut |
ion waus, that such States as should lie south of | part of Texas which was cut ofl, should come in- |
36 deg. 30 min. should come into the Union, with | to the Union with or without slavery, as’it saw
or without slavery, as each should decide in its | proper; and in the mean time that the Territorinl !
constitution.  T'hen, by that act the Missouri
cumpromise was extended indefinitely westward, | subject of slavery that they had over any other |
so far ns the State of Texas went. that s, to the | subject, restricted only by the limitations of the
Rio del Norte; for our Government at the time | Constitution of the United States apd the pru'l.'i-|
recognized the Rio del Norte as its boundary.— | sions of the act. Now, I ask those Senators, do
We resognized in many ways, and among them | not those provisions repeal the:Migsouri comprom- |
by even paying Texas for it, inorder that it might | ise so far as it applied to thut country eut oft from |

tory of New Mexico. supersede it! I they do, then the address which
country between the Rio del Norte and the Po- | rates is an atrocious fulsehood. [Ifthey do not,
cific ocesn. Iminediately after that acquisition,|then whatdée they mean when they charge me
the Senate, on my own motion, voted into a bill, | with having, in the substitute firat reported from
a provision to extend the Missouri compromise | the committee, repealed it, with having annulled
indefinitely westward to the Pacific ocenu, in the | it, with having violated it, when I only copied
same. sense, and with the same wnderstanding | these precise words! 1 copied the precise words
with which it was originally adopted. That pro- | into my bill as repurted from the committee
vision passed this body by u de¢ided maujority—1 | which were contained in the New Mexico bill.—
think by ten at least—and went to the House of | They say my bill apnuls the Missouri comprom-
Represuntatives, and was there defeated by north- | ise,  11it does, it had already been done before
ern votes. . by the act of 1850, lor these words were copied
Now sir, let ug pause and consider for a mo- | from the act of 1850,

ment. The first time that the jirinciplés of the|  Mr. Wane.  Why did you do it over again!

Missouri compromise were everabandoned, the| Mr. Dovcras. I will come to thut point pres-
fiest titme . they were ever tejected by Congress, | ently, and explain why we did it over again. 1
was by: the defeat of that provision in the House (am now dea,ing with the truth and verecity of a
of Representatives in 1848. By whom was that | combination of men who have assembled in se-
defeat effected?! By northern votes, with Free|cret caucus upon the Sabbath day, to arraigo my
Soil proclivities. It was the defeat of that Mis- | conduct and belie my character. I say, therefore,
souri-compromise thut re-opened the slavery agi- | that their manifesto is o slander either way; for it
tation with all its fury. Tt was the defeat of that |snysthat the Missouri: compromige was not'su-
Missouri compromise that created the. tremendous | perseded by the measures of 1850, and then it
struggle of 1850. It was the defeat of that Mis- | suys that the same words in my bill do repeal and
souri compromise that created the necessity for |anuul it. They most be n.djhudged guilty of one
fmaking & new compromise in 18560." Had we | falsebood in order to sustain the other assertion.

been faithful to the principles of the Missouri com-|  Now, sir, I propose to go a little further, snd
promise in 1848, this question would sol . have | show what was the Teal ‘meaningof the smond-
arisen.  Who wasit that was faithless! Iunder- | ment .of the:Senator from Virginia, out of which

that the ari compromise was & solemn com- | ital in the newspaper press, and have succveded
t, and should never. ba violated or departed | by that misrepresentatioh in procuring an expres-
rom. Every man who is now assailing the prin- | sion of* opinion from the State of Rhode Island in
ciple of the bill under consideration, so far as I| opposition tothis bill. . I will state what its mean-
am adyised, was ;ﬂpﬂl_&d to the Missouri campro- | ing .. - Did it:mean that the States north- of 36
imise in 1848, The very men who now arrsign | deg. 30 min.shouid have a clause in their consti-
me for a departure from the Missoufi comptomise, | tutions prohibifing slavery! I bave shown that
aré the men who successfully violated it, repudi- | it did'not mean that, ‘becauso the suinb act suys
ated W, and caused it to be superseded by the | thutthey might coma-inwith sluvery if they satv
omise of 1850, - 8ir, it is with{ propen 1 say it could not mean that for snother

compromise measures
ther bad grace ithat the men., pﬂlrtl false | reason. The ,section containing :
lt:lmhil, should charge upo:hr:e and others, :loo cut off .m: ‘part of Texas nomm

rtilled to under her larger bounduries, and those | ply to pro!

egislature should have all the authority over the | every man who understends the geography ol the [ by leaving the people to do as the

be included in, and form a portion of, the Terri-| Texns! Do they not anpul it! Do they ot | hood, snd imputed a crime to me.

hien, sir, in 1848 we acquired from Mexico the | hns been put forth to the world by these confede-| By the tresty of 1819, by which we acquired

take to say it was the very men who now insist | these gentlemen have manufactured so much cap- | bou

States, if not more, should be north of 36 deg.| | t
30 min. It would leave it, then, doubtful wbelg- will state more distinetly what my
er Texns was entitled to two or three additional [Wpon this point. So far as the Utah and. New
States under the circumscribed boundary. | Mexico bills included the. territory which ‘had
In order to put that matter to rest, in order to | been subject to the Missouri com - provi-
make a final settlement, in order to have it ex-|5iom, to that extent they absoi
plicitly understdod, whit was the meaning of | Missouri compromise.. As to the '
Congress, the Senator from Virginia offered the |bermitory not covered by those bills, it was
amendment that nothiag therein contained should ‘seded by the principles of the compromise of :
impuir that provision, cither ns to the unmber of1“"’ all know that the object of the
States or otherwise; that is, that Texas should be | Measure of 1850 was to establish certain  great
entitled to the same number of States with her | Principles, '_”Nﬂh would avoid the slavery:
reduced boundarics as she would have been en- [tion in ull time to come. Was it our object siin-
] vide for a temporary evill' Was' it oor
States shull come in with o without slavery, be- | object Just to heal over an old sore, and.lesvd it
ing all southof 36 deg. 30 min. and nothing to to "'“k, out aguin? \
impair that right shall be inferred from the pus- | more miserable expedient to apply to that territp-
sage of the act. Such, sir, was the meaning of |*¥» and that ulone, and leave curselves entirely at
that proposition. Aoy other construction of it | sea without compess when new territory was Bt.
would stultify the very character and purpose of | quired, or new territorial organizations wereto'be
its mover, the Senator Irom Virginia. Such, then, | made! Was that the object for which the emi-
was not only the intent of the mover, but such is | Dent and venerable Senator from Kentucky (Mr
the legal effect of the law; and I say that no man, Clay] came here and sacrificed even his last eb
after reading the other sections of the bill, those | ®Fgits vpon the altar of his country? 'Wes that
to which I have referred, can doubt that such | the object f}“’ which Wessrer, Crav, Cass, and
was both the intent and the legal effect of that !l the patriots of that dey, “mf!l“ %0 long and
{aw: . ;i? uttrenuously! ::d.i. it iInern ly itho
Then I submit to the Senate if 1 have not con- | ©f 8 temporary expedient in agreeing to stand by
victed this munifesto, issued by the Abolition con. | a8t and dead legislation that the ;alltimol! plat-
federates, of being a gross falsification of the '_1nrm'pledg'¢d.us to sustain the compromise of
laws of the land, ard by that folsification that 18501 Was it the understanding of the Whig
an enoneous and injurions impression has been | party, when they adopted the compromise mess-
created upon the public mind! 1 am sorry to be Ures of 1850 as an article of political faith, that
compelled to indulge in lungunge of this severi- they were only agreeing to that which was past,
ty; but there is no other lsnguuge that is ade- RN¢ had no referencs to the future? If that wis
qunte to express the indignation with which I seo | their meaning—if that was their object--they
this attempt, not only 10° mislead the publie, but palmed off an atrocious fraud upon the American
to malign my character by deliberate falsification people. Was it the meaning of the Demoecratic
of the public statutes and the public records. | party, when we pledge ourseives to stand by the
Sir, this misrepresontation and falsification compromise of 1850, that we spoke only of the
does not stop here. In order to give greater Past, and had norefererenca to the future! . if so,
plausibility to their statement, they go further, It was then s fraud. When we pledged our Pres-
and statethat “it is solemnly declared, in the | ident to stand by the compromise measures, did
very compromise acts, “that nolhing Aerein con- | We not understand that we pledged him as to bia
tained sha'l be construed to impair or qualify” the future action® Was it us to his past conduct? If
prohibition of slavery north of 36 deg. 30 wmin. it had been in relation to pnst conduct only, the
and yet, in the face of this declaratios, that sa. pledge would have been untrue as to a very large
cred prohibition is said to be overthrown. Can Rortion of the Democratic party. Men went in.
presumption go further!” to that convention who had been opposed to the
In the very teeth of the statute, saying that they  COmpromisc meusures—men who abborred those
should come in with or without slavery as they | foeasures when they were pending—men who
pleased, these men declare that it is stated that it | never would have voted afiirmatively on them.-
should be furever prohibited, 1 repeat to them, | Dut inasmuch as thoae medsures mm passed,
“Could presumption go further!” Notaonly pre-| and the country had acquiesced in them, andit
sumption in making theso statements, but the Was importantio preserve the principle in order to
presumption that they could avoid the expoeure avoid agitation in the future, these men eaid, wo
of their conduct. waive our past objections, and we will stand by
In order to give greater pluveibility to this fal-, You and Wil you in carrying out tisee pripeipics.
sifieation of the terms of the compromise meas- 10 the future, h
ares of 1850, the confederates ulso declare in' Such I understood to be the meaningof the two
their manifesto that they (the territorial bills for great parties at Baltimore. Buch I understand to
the organization of Utah and New Mexico) “ap- ' huve been the effect of their pledges. If they
plied to the territory acquired from Mexico, und | did not mean this, they meant merely to adopt
to that only. They were -intended as a settle. resolutions which were never to be carried out,
ment of the controversy growing out of that ne- | and which were designed to mislead and deceive
quisition, and of that controversy enly. They the p_EcupIe for the mere purpese of carrying an
must stand or fall by their own merits.” | election. b LT Y
I submitto the Scnate if there is an intelligent | [ hold, then, that as to the territory covered by
man in America who does not know that that the Utahand New Mexico bills, there was anvex-
declaration is falsified by the statute from which press unnulment of the Missouri compromise; and
they quoted! They say thatthe provisions of 9810 all the other unorganized territories, it yas
that bill werc confined t) the territory ucquired =uperseded by ihe principles of the:lagislation,
from Mexico, when the very section of the law |and we are bound to apply those principles in the
from which they quoted that proviso did purchase  organization of all new Territories, to. alk which
a part of that very torvitory from the State of We now own, or which we may hereafteracquire.
Texas. And the nextsection of the law inelud- | If shis construction be:given, it makes that com-
ed that territory in the new Territory of Mexico. promise a final adjustment. No other construc-
It took a small portivn, also, of the old Louisiaua | tion c¢sn P°95it.’|7 impart finglity to it. By
purchase, and added that to the new Territory of other coustruction the guestion is to be Ho;
Mexico, and made up the rest out of the Mexican the moment you rutify a new treaty nequiring.at
acquisitions. Then, sir, vour statates show,  inch of country from Mexico.. By any other don-
when applied to the map of the country, that the etruction you ri-ipen the iasue every time
Territory of New Mexico was composed of terri- muke a new territorial government. But, sir; i
tory acquired from Mexico, and also of territory you treat the compromise measures of 1850 i the
acquired from Texas. and of territory acquired  light of gteat principles, sufficient to remedy tem-
from Fronce;and yet, in defiance of that statute, | porary evils, ut the same time that they prescribe
and in falsification of its terms, we are told, in Tules of action applicable everywhere in all time
order to deceive the people, that the Lills were | to come, then you avoid the agitation forewer, if
confined to the purchnse made from Mexico alone; | you observe good faith to the provisions of thess
and in order to give it grester sulemnity, as was | enactments, and the principles established by
necessary while uttering a falsehood, they repeat them. : i
it twice, fearing that it would not be believed the | Me. President, I repeat, that so far as the ques-
first time.  What is more, the Territary of Utah | tion of sluvery is concerned, there is nothing in the
was not confined to the country acquired from | bill undi r consideration which does not carry out
Mexico. That Territory, as is well known to | the priuciple of the compromise meuurlunf;la::‘.
please,
country, includes a large teact of rich and fertile ject only to the provisions of the Consiitutidn of
country acquired from France in 1803, and to the United Buates, 11 that principle hmmlh
which the cighth section of the Missouri act ap- | bill i3 wrong. 17 that principle is right, the bill is
plied in 1820. If thise confederates do not know | right. It is unnecessury to quibble about
to what country 1 sllude, I only reply that they |ology or words; it is not the mere. wards, the
should have known before they uttered & fulse- | mere phraseology, that our constituents wisl 8o
judge by. They wish, to. know the legal effect af
But I will tell you to what couniry I allude.— | our legislation, j2a
The legel effect of this bill, if it be passed as
Florida, and fixed a boundary between the Uni- 'reported by the Committee on Territories, is
ted States and Mexico, the boundary was made | neither to legislate slavery into these Tervitories
of the Arkansas river to its source, and then the | nor out of them, but to leave the people to.do as
line ran due north of the source of the Arkansis|they please, under the provisions and sabjeet ta
to the 42d paralle), then nlong on the 42d paralle] | the lim;t wtions of the J,‘on_lumtioq of the Unitad
to the Pacife ocean. That ﬁne. due north from | States. Why should not this principle prevail
the head ofdﬂle Abrelfjunaus, leaves the whole Mibd- Flljuihﬂum_ Hﬂ! ":ilﬂ, ﬂﬂ:’;lh Wm:g‘:,hm
dle Park, descri in such glowing terms will especially address the an , owa
Colonel Fremont, to the elstgol' m§ line, anﬂ section of country, and ask !rhylhmldmrn’-lh
hence a part of the Louisiana purehase. Yet,| eru man object to this principle! . If you 'ﬂﬁg
inasthuch ns that Middle Park is watered and | view the history of the slavery question im
drained by the waters flowing into_the Colorado, | United States, you will see that al, the T8
| when we lormed the territorial limits of Utah,|sults in behal of free imstitutions which bave
instead of running that air line, we ran alopg the | been worked out, have been awon'm. ‘the
ridge of the mountains; and cut off that part from | operation of this principle, and by it alone. ¢
Nebraska, or from the Louisiana purchuse, and " When these Blﬂi_ﬂlh*l!h colonies of Gre
i ed . it within the limits of the Territory of | Brillan, @very one ol lhem Was & ~H0
l{f!l:;nh,d 4 i province. hen the °°“'““!§°‘-'— " the Ui
Why did we do it! Becausc we sought for a | States waa formed, twelve out ol umbg«n
nntionsl boundary; and it was more natural to slave-holding States. Since that time
taketho mountains s a boundary than by an uir | States have become free, Ho y has 1k
line to cut the valleys on one side of the mount- | effected? Was it Iu-lilhl_-!if!h'h. tion
ains, and snoex them to the gountry on the other | in Congress! ns it in e
side. And why did we take these natural bound- | tates of the F
aries, setting at defiance the old toondariesl— | but they have |
The simple reason wus, thet so long as we scted | but sure and
upon the principle of settling the slave question prineiple of se
by a geagraphical line, so long.wa observed those | people to
ndaries strictly and rigidly; but when: that [ and their
was abandoned, in consejuence of the action of | ¥
Free-Soilers und Abolitionists—when it was 1o~
d by the compromise messures of 1860,
whigh restod upon e great universal principle—
there was. no necessity fn:ke;{;na in view the
For that reason, i

id and unnatural boundary.  reaso
dking ' siew Territorid, we. ormed natdra | o

source w ¢ our
title was derived. ' In it bitls T paid

no attentien to the fact: he Gtievwras w0k |
ey ot lrnes 34 X ke] Tom
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